






Inclusive versus Exclusive Public Reason: 
Invitation to Comparative Political Philosophy 
or the Affirmation of “Liberal Hegemony”*
Abstract
The paper is an effort to reflect on the prospects of comparative political and social philoso-
phy based on interaction with empirical and theoretical research in the social sciences and 
humanities. It consists of the following components:
1. Short presentation of the sources of the “comparative turn” and the fourth wave of the 
critique of Eurocentrism.
2. Reflection on the problem of “multiple modernities” (“new modernities”) as the conse-
quence of the “comparative turn”, and a challenge for the idea of society and politics 
based on the concept of secular public reason.
3. Reference to a challenge to the classical notion of the public sphere (rooted in the ideal of 
public reason) which was developed by Nilüfer Göle while studying new “Islamic public 





and	 humanities	 in	 general,	 has	 been	 experiencing	 a	 significant	 increase	 in	
comparative	research.	It	already	became	a	serious	and	massive	scholarship.	
In	 this	 context	we	 can	mention	works	by	Roxanne	Euben,	Fred	Dallmayr,	
Farah	Godrej,	and	Anthony	Parel,	or	book	series	such	as	Global Encounter: 
Studies in Comparative Political Theory	published	by	Lexington	Books.1	The	
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A	 useful	 overview	 of	 literature	 in	 the	 field	
of	comparative	political	 theory	was	 recently	
offered	by	Melissa	S.	Williams	and	Mark	E.	
Warren	 (Williams,	 Warren	 2014).	 One	 can	





2011.	 Williams	 and	 Warren	 signal	 interest-




















of	 the	 political	 and	 social	 experience	 of	 the	West	 or	 Europe	 (broadly	 and	













learning	 modes:	 face	 to	 face	 encounters	 or	 studying	 “alien	 texts”	 (March	
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On	 the	 other	 hand,	 those	 scholars	 of	 the	Western	 academia	who	work	 on	
“thought	grounded	in	certain	civilizations,	or	broad	cultural	traditions,	from	
outside	 the	West”	 in	 a	 comprehensive,	 systematic	manner,	 actually	 do	 not	













Such	 treatment	 in	 fact	 eliminates	 completely	 the	 comparative	dimension	–	
non-Western	author’s	 cultural	 religious	and	civilizational	 identity	 seems	 to	






























political	 theory,	 in	 my	 view,	 is	 precisely	 to	
move	 toward	 a	 more	 genuine	 universalism,	
and	beyond	the	spurious	‘universality’	 tradi-
tionally	claimed	by	the	Western	canon	and	by	









notion	of	 ‘natural	 justice,’	 the	 Islamic	prophet-legislator	and	 the	Platonic	philosopher	king.”	
(Parel	1992:	12)
But	they	must	be	criticized	in	the	first	place	because	they	fail	to	treat	thinkers	
and	 texts	 they	analyse	as	“potential	 sources	 for	 first-order	normative	com-
mitments	on	our	part”	(March	2009a:	549).	Their	research	becomes	a	“wis-
dom	literature”	–	example	of	scholarship	criticized	by	Judith	Shklar	for	be-
ing	“wholly	 removed	 from	 the	controversies	of	 their	world”	 (Shklar	1979:	
549–550).	They	are	unable	 to	answer	questions	such	as	 the	one	about	how	
to	 refer	 to	a	suggestion	 that	 for	example	classical	 Islamic	political	 thought	












Western	 and	 non-Western	 perspectives	 over	 specific	 issues:	 liberal	 values,	
imperialism,	hegemony,	pretensions	to	universalism	etc.	Such	attitude	leads	
to	 the	more	specific	definition	of	 the	engaged	comparative	political	 theory	
understood	 as	 a	 study	 of	 “principled	 value-conflicts	 between	more	 or	 less	
autonomous	moral	doctrines”.	There	are	three	crucial	challenges	for	this	dis-










to	 the	 relativist	 fallacy	of	viewing	all	opposition	 to	a	moral	claim	as	 raising	equally	 serious	











Islam and Liberal Citizenship	(2009b),	he	analyses	in	a	detailed	way	relations	
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ent	 disciplinary	 approaches	which	were	 formerly	 considered	methodologi-
cally	and	epistemologically	distinct	(even	hostile).	The	first	generation	was	
constituted	by	works	of	Marshall	Hodgson,	Anwar	Abdel-Malek,	Talal	Asad	





















See	 for	 example:	 Feldman	 2008;	 March	
2009b.
4
Many	 of	 those	 authors	 are	 the	 representa-
tives	of	post-colonial	social	 theory.	 It	 is	dif-
ficult	 to	 mention	 most	 representative	 texts	
for	this	new,	growing	orientation.	Most	of	the	
works	 belonging	 to	 this	 current	 are	 journal	
articles	 and	 book	 chapters.	 More	 complex,	
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According	 to	 the	 representatives	 of	 the	 fourth	 generation	 of	 post-colonial	
studies	 (the	critique	of	Eurocentrism),	 the	“ruins”	of	 the	colonial,	 imperial	
order	(dominance	of	 the	metropolis/centre)	has	not	 led	 to	a	satisfactory	re-
evaluation	 in	 the	 field	of	epistemology.	There	 is	a	visible,	 radical	 split	be-
tween	 research	 on	 economics	 and	 politics	 (historical	 sociology	 of	 world-







































































Such	 dissent	 or	 revisionist	 voices	 can	 be	 regarded	 as	 the	 examples	 of	 the	
aforementioned	 “declaratory”	 stage	 of	 questioning	 the	Western	 modernity	
(singular	and	linear)	and	not	as	a	real	alternative	to	 it.	Nederveen	Pieterse,	

























tinuum	of	 views	 located	 between	weaker	 to	
stronger	 versions;	 explicitly	 and	 in	 more	


















































Secularism and the genealogy of exclusive public sphere
Of	course,	it	is	not	possible	here	to	reconstruct	in	detail	even	selected	points	
of	 the	debate	on	secularization	and	modernization.8	Instead	I	would	like	to	
refer	here	 to	 the	one	selected	aspect	of	 relations	between	religion	and	sec-
ular	modernity	 and	 the	process	of	 secularization:	problem	of	 the	“political	
religion”	 (for	example	 the	 so-called	“Political	 Islam”	or	“evangelical-capi-
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2011:	 77).	At	 the	 same	 time	 radically	 secularized	 political	 culture	 appears	
to	be	devoid	of	one	of	the	major	sources	and	resources	of	emancipation	and	







developed	 there	 is	offered	 in	Calhoun,	 Juer-
gensmeyer,	 VanAntwerpen	 2011.	 See	 also:	
Calhoun,	Mandieta,	VanAntwerpen	2013	and	
Junker-Kenny	2014	–	remarkably	relevant	for	
the	 matters	 presented	 below.	 I	 discuss	 this	
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of	 political	 theology	 (opposing	 and	 contradicting	 political	 theology	 devel-
oped	by	Carl	Schmitt	with	his	critique	of	democracy	and	defense	of	strictly	
hierarchical,	authoritarian	political	order)	religion	(along	with	culture	as	such	
























tulate	about	 the	 strict	 separation	of	private	and	public	 sphere.	At	 the	 same	
time	the	liberal	project	was	founded	on	a	series	of	exclusions	–	especially	of	
racial	(race)	and	religious	(secularism)	characters.	They	accompanied	(and	to	























































claims	 that	 this	process	 implies	a	serious	challenge	 to	contemporary	social	






















































space	 and	 personal	 body-parts	 (intimacy),	Göle	 employs	 a	 term	 “modern-








































of	extreme	emancipation,	and	show	obedience	 to	 the	divine	order	with	 the	
awareness	of	 the	 limits	of	possible	scope	of	changes,	 innovations	and	aes-
thetic	pleasures	at	disposal	(with	consumerist	liberties	treated	as	the	form	of	
idolatry).	Controlling	and	training	of	the	nafs	–	natural	instincts	and	passions	









Perhaps	 surprising	 and	 unexpected	 prospects	 of	 the	 reorientation	 of	 social	
criticism,	 thanks	 to	 the	global,	public,	and	feminist	dimensions	of	contem-
porary	Islam,	and	the	methodological	aspect	of	Islamic	studies	(subversion	
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Mariusz Turowski
Uključiv versus isključiv javni um: 
poziv na komparativnu političku filozofiju 
ili afirmaciju »liberalne hegemonije«
Sažetak
Članak je nastojanje da se razmisli o budućnosti komparativne političke i socijalne filozofije 
na temelju interakcije s empirijskim i teorijskim istraživanjima u društvenim znanostima i hu-
manistici. Sastoji se od četiri dijela: 1. Kratke prezentacije izvora »komparativnog zaokreta« i 
četvrtog vala kritike eurocentrizma; 2. Razmišljanja o problemu »višestrukih moderna« (»nove 
moderne«) kao posljedice »komparativnog zaokreta« i izazova za ideju društva i politike teme-
ljene na konceptu sekularnog javnog uma; 3. Reference na izazov klasičnoj postavci javne sfere 
(ukorijenjene u idealu javnog uma) razvijene od strane Nilüfer Göle koja je istraživala novu 





Inklusive versus exklusive öffentliche Vernunft: 
Einladung zur komparativen politischen Philosophie 
oder Affirmation der „liberalen Hegemonie“
Zusammenfassung
Der Artikel ist bestrebt, über die Perspektiven der komparativen politischen Philosophie und 
Sozialphilosophie zu reflektieren, basiert auf der Interaktion mit der empirischen und theore-
tischen Forschung in den Sozial- und Geisteswissenschaften. Er besteht aus folgenden Kompo-
nenten: 1. Kurze Darstellung der Quelle der „komparativen Wende“ und die vierte Welle der 
Kritik des Eurozentrismus; 2. Nachdenken über das Problem der „multiplen modernitäten“ 
(„neue modernitäten“) als Folge der „komparativen Wende“ und der Herausforderung an die 
sich auf das Konzept der säkularen öffentlichen Vernunft stützende Idee der Gesellschaft und 
Politik; 3. Bezugnahme auf die Herausforderung für die klassische Vorstellung von der öffent-
lichen Sphäre (verwurzelt im Ideal der öffentlichen Vernunft), entwickelt von Nilüfer Göle, die 
die neue „islamische öffentliche Sichtbarkeit als Kritik der säkularen Version der öffentlichen 
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Mariusz Turowski
Raison publique inclusive versus raison publique exclusive : 
invitation à une politique comparée ou à une « hégémonie libérale »
Résumé
Cet article, constituant une tentative pour penser les perspectives d’avenir de la politique com-
parée et de la philosophie sociale, se base sur l’interaction entre les recherches empiriques et 
théoriques dans les sciences sociales et humaines. Il est composé des trois parties suivantes : 
1. d’une brève présentation de la source du « tournant comparé » et de la quatrième vague 
de la critique de l’eurocentrisme ; 2. d’une réflexion sur le problème des « multiples moder-
nités » (« nouvelles modernités ») comme conséquence du « tournant comparé » et sur le défi 
se rapportant à l’idée d’une société basée sur la raison publique séculaire ; 3. d’une référence 
concernant la récusation de la notion classique de sphère publique (incarnée dans l’idéal de 
la raison publique) développée par Nilüfer  Göle dans sa recherche sur la nouvelle « visibilité 
publique islamique en tant que critique d’une version séculaire de la sphère publique » dans 
l’Europe de l’ouest.
Mots-clés
Andrew	F.	March,	Nilüfer	Göle,	philosophie	politique	comparée,	modernité,	modernités,	post-sécula-
risme,	raison	publique,	Islam	en	Europe.
